RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Comment No. 31

Preserve Calavera

Coutsl Nork: S DigrsComet v

June 27, 2005

Scott Donnell

Associate Planner
City of Carlsbad Planming Department
1635 Faraday Avenue
Carlsbad, CA 92008
Subject: Comments on DEIR
Desalinization Plant Project
Dear Mr. Donnell:

These comments on the Draft EIR are made on behalf of Preserve Calavera. Preserve
Calavera is a grassrools organization of residents of Carlsbad, Oceanside, and Vista and
users of the open space around Mount Calavera in northeastern Carlsbad. The area is the
largest remaining contignous native habitat in a coastal North Connty city. It is ronghly
bounded by Lake Blvd. on the north, Palomar Airport Road on the south, El Camino Resl
on the east and Melrose on the west. Tt value as native habitat 1s enhanced by including
several parcels that have been protected for many years including Buena Vista Park in
Vista, the Dawson-Los Monos Reserve, Oak Riparian Park in Oceanside, and Calavera
Heights and Calavera Highlands mitigation banks.

The overall size, large number of distinct habitats contained within it, and the rich
diversity of plants and animals make this area worth special consideration for preservation
Most of the area is classified as *“Very High™ habitat value in the MHCP Study Area
{Figure 2-3). But perhaps what is most unique about this area is its location right in the
middle of extensive development- where thonsands of people have the opportunity to
experience nature, leam to appreciate it, and to participate in ite protection for fiture
generations.

While much of this existing open space is technically * preserved”, itis preserved in name
only. Off-road vehicle use continues, invasive plants are displacing native species, storm
waler protection violations oceur throughout the area and documented cases of the
destruction of emall populations of endangered plants are found in essentially every
biological survey done in the area over the last ten years.

While the proposed desalinization plant on the coast will not directly impact this area,
several of the proposed pipeline alignments and associated infrastructure will. This
infrastructure will not just impact a few acres of sensitive habitat. Their location in the
center of a large core habitat area potentially impacts thousands of acres of habitat, the
Agua Hedionda watershed, the regional wildlife comidor, as well as the endangered species
associated with this land

We are not opposed 1o this project, but this draft EIR has failed to assess all of the impacts
associated with thie project, hag underestimated many of the impacts, and has failed to
provide adequate mitigation

31A

31B

.RESPONSE TO COMMENT NO. 31
Preserve Calavera
Diane Nygaard
(L etter dated June 27, 2005)

This comment provides background on the commentor’s organization and
information relative to open space areas in the vicinity of Mount Calavera.
The comment does not raise specific environmenta issues related to the
proposed project. No further responseis required.

As noted on Figure 3-5 (page 3-17) of the Draft EIR, most of the potential
alignments for the offsite pipelines within the area described in Comment
31A are proposed within existing and future roadways. The exceptions
occur in the vicinity of Maerkle Reservoir, where a pipeline follows an
existing partially paved service road between the reservoir and Shadowridge
Drive (see DEIR figures 4.3-9 and 4.3-10), and in an existing 0.5 mile
utility corridor between Shadowridge Drive and Cannon Road (see DEIR
Figure 4.3-11). These exceptions are not located in hardline preserve or
standards areas (in the City of Carlsbad) or in a preserve planning zone (in
the City of Oceanside). In addition, Section 4.3 (Biological Resources) of
the Draft EIR provides a complete discussion and analysis of potential
project impacts to terrestrial biological resources. Specifically, Table 4.3.2
(page 4.3-31) provides a summary of impacts that would result from project
construction, indicating that impacts to native habitats total 5.1 acres. As
noted in Section 4.3.4 (page 4.3-33), portions of the different pipeline
alignments under study cross hardline preserve areas and standards areas in
Carlsbad, however the alignments will not disturb these existing and future
habitat areas as all construction in these areas will be located within existing
or future road rights of way or will be placed underground using trenchless
construction methods. The Draft EIR appropriately assesses all potential
impacts to biological resources and regiona habitat planning efforts and
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On May 12. 2004 we submitted comments on the project scope. Many of our comments
and those of others that are included in the Appendices have not been adequately
addressed. We understand the impont of this project to the city. But it is important to
all of us that it be done in a way that the proje il of improved water supply
for north county, without degrading this area- the largest remaining natural habitat area in
coastal north county.

The following are specific comments on the proposed project ¢ ts. The ( )isusedto
distinguish comments. “MM" and bolding is used to indicate where an additional
mitigation measure is needed to adequately address the adverse environmental impacts that
are identified.

() 3-2 Project definition

A single desalinization project is
environmental review. This is

roposed . but two cies are conducting independent
ly a single project- with one set of alternatives for a
city sponsored project, and a very similar set of alternatives for a regional project through
the county water authority. The public and policy makers would be better served if this
had been properly combined into a single project environmental review process.

( 14.2 Air quality

Construction and maintenance of the distribution system also has potential air quality
impacts that were not identified or evaluated.

4.3 Biological Resources
( ) The distribution lines will require permanent access for inspection, maintenance and

s sensitive habitat.
valves that will

ads- both to access
¢ length of the line,
permanent impacts- which

within roadways of e ng utility easements they may require new
the pipeline, particularly at the valve location, and often along the
Areas impacted by such roads or maintenance access will have
were not identified in the DEIR

Please provide full explanation of where such new access will be needed, how each of the
valve locations will be accessed, and identify the direct and indirect habitat impacts and
proposed mitigation for each of these impacts by habitat type.

() Figures 4.3-9,10, and 11 do not indicate the construction method by segment. The
method will determine the localized temporary construction impacts- impacts which
cannot be evaluated without knowing what construction method is being used. This
most important to distinguish which segments are within roadways and which are ny
Project representatives have stated that about 90% of the pipeline alignment is within
existing roads or utility easements. Please provide figures showing construction method,

31C

31D

31E

provides mitigation that is consistent with the requirements of regional and
local habitat plans sufficient to mitigate project impacts to less than
significant levels.

This comment provides a general statement regarding the commmentor’s
scoping (NOP) comments. Preparation of the Draft EIR considered these
and all other comments submitted during the scoping process. Additional
detail related to the general topics mentioned in this comment is provided in
subsequent comments, for which responses are provided below.

The commentor notes that there are two agencies considering similar
projects at the same location, and indicates their understanding that only
one project would be built. This comment is consistent with the
circumstances that are described in Section 3.1 (pp. 3-2,3) of the Draft EIR.
The comment further states an opinion regarding the merit of the review
process being undertaken by each of the agencies. Since no issues related
to the adequacy of the environmental analysis contained in the Draft EIR is
provided, no additional responseis required.

The Draft EIR in Section 4.2.4, at pages 4.2-13 through 16 (as well as the
air quality technical appendix — Appendix D of the Draft EIR) identifies and
evaluates potential air emissions specifically related to the off-site water
distribution system. Table 4.2-6 on page 4.2-12 of the Draft EIR provides a
detailed breakdown of the construction activities and equipment required to
construct the off-site facilities, and Table 4.20-7 on page 4.2-15 of the Draft
EIR provides a quantification of air emissions specificaly related to
congtruction of the offsite facilities. In addition, operational impacts
associated with the offsite pump station are included in air emission
estimates presented in Table 4.2-8 (page 4.2-17) of the Draft EIR.
Maintenance of the pipelines is anticipated to be negligible and is not
anticipated to not involve activities that result in measurable air emissions.
Therefore, the Lead Agency believes that all of the potential air emissions
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where segments are located within existing roads/easements and where new easements are
being established.

{ )} There is discuss

showing where these impacts are |
area of such impact is within th
Country Club, What drainag
connecting wetland? Please provid
specific wetland habitats within and adjace

have stated that the only
a at the Ocean Hills
nd is this an isolated or

this located witl

ure showing area of jurisdictional impact and

0t to the area of impact.

{ ) There is no discuszion of actions taken to avoid wetland impacts.  San Diego County

has lost an estimated 90% of its historic wetlands . The importance of wetlands to the

health of the ecosystem is supported by their protection in Federal and State law, in the

regional MHCP, and in Carlsbad’s HMP which references the MHCP for wetlands

protection. Section 3.6.1of the MHCP states that ** Any project that proposes to directly or
o - =

indirectly impact or wetland

il {whether inside or outside

the FPA) shall fully disclose and analy ent or in findings
prepared under a local MIICP implemen The CEQA document or findings
document must fully analyze and factually substantiate that impacts to we
avoided and minimized to the maximum extent possible while still maintainin,
ecomomic or produc se of the property.” This CEQA document identi
and indirect impacts and has fuiled to show how wetland protection crileria

ands were

ve been mel

Furthermore wetlands impacts require compliance with the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency’s Section 404(b) 1) Guidelines or whether the project is the least environmentally
damaging practical alternative (LEDP'A) as required by federal Clean Water Act
regulations, Compliance with EPA Guidelines should also be included as part of the

criteria for determining significance of impacts. Both the threshold and an analysis of

compliance must be included as part of the assessment of impacts on biological resources

() Bection 3.7 of the MHCP further clarifies the obligation to aveid impacts to covered
species and their habitats, This section states “Road or utility projects that are 1o be
permitted under an MHCP subarea plan will be required to demonstrate that crossings of
sensitive habitat will occur at the least overall biologically sensitive location and that all
Feasible minimization measures have been emploved.” The proposed distribution system
includes impacts to both upland and wetland habitats that support endangered and
threatened species. There is nothing in the EIR that indicates any actions have been taken
1o assure the selected alignment is the least biologically sensitive location. In fact the
DEIR fails to even show the extent of impact to sensitive spacies for each of the proposed
distribution system alignments. This lack of information makes it impossible 1o determine
which alignment would be the least damaging. Furthermore, there is no discussion of
minimization efforts.

c 4.3-2 and others includes “rud
uished as a habi pe in either 1l

" as ahabitat type. This is no longer
onal MHCP or Carlshad’s HMP, Habitat

classifications and mitigation should be corrected to match those of th

¢ local plans.

ccause of the tem
habitat links
re habitat an

orary nature of the project impacts, no direct
r wildlife movement cormidors.” The
regional wildlife comridor. There will probably

distribution lines cros

nticips

LG {cont.)

FH

31F

31G

related to construction and operation of the offsite water delivery features of
the project have been adequately analyzed.

All pipelines will be located within a roadway right-of-way or within
disturbed land with the exception of the pipe that parallels the Tri-Agencies
Pipeline and the San Diego Gas & Electric easement. This area is located
south of Cannon Road in the City of Oceanside. The length of this portion
of the pipéline is 1/2 mile and has a relatively constant and shallow slope
down from Shadowridge Drive to Cannon Road. It is anticipated that
appurtenant facilities (air relief valve) will be installed near Cannon Road.
No facilities would be required between Cannon Road and Shadowridge
Drive. Access to this portion of the pipe would be by the same access used
for the Tri-Agencies Pipeline and for the SDG&E facilities. No access road
construction will be required for any of the potential alignments. All air
valve discharges will be located behind sidewalks or curbs, and valves can
be located either below grade above the pipe or protected in a below-grade
precast box at the discharge behind the sidewalk/curb. Surge facilities will
be located at the proposed pump stations.

As noted in Section 4.3.1 (Page 4.3-1) of the Draft EIR, the areas that are
analyzed for potential impacts on terrestrial biological resources are only
those areas outside of existing or approved roadways (those roadways that
have already been the subject of CEQA review). Impacts would result from
ground disturbing activities associated with open trench construction.
Impacts were estimated using a “worst case” assumption of a 40-foot
impact corridor. Figures 4.3-1 through 4.3-11 show all of the areas
potentially impacted by open trench construction. Some of the areas shown
on Figures 4.3-1 through 8 are proposed for trenchless construction
techniques, and are noted as such. All of the areas shown on Figures 4.3-9
through 11 are proposed for open trench construction and do not include
any areas proposed for trenchless construction. To clarify where trenchless
construction is proposed throughout the project area, a notation has been
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a to potential vehicular
wild! c and linkages between 5
and HMP. In Section 3.2.2 of Vol. 2 of the MHCP it
community p ent corridors for a numb
configuration of community forms o I]lll\lll)ll\ hetween other
habitats, and it sometimes pm\ ides the only remaining movement LUI1I(!|}I‘| through urban
or agricultural areas.”  Furthermore, our comment letter on the project scope identified
particular concerns as some of the proposed alignments would impact the regional wildlife
corridor in areas where it was already compromised ( less than the desired corridor width,
edge impacts from adjacent development, and road crossings). It was requested that the

DEIR include mapping of the corridor and review of MHCP compliance- none of this was
addressed in the DEIR

The DEIR Failed 1o assess the impact on both regional and local wildlife movement

corridors- a eritic ment for overall species conservation. Full i 15 need 1o be
identilied- with mitigation which at a minimum -.huuld nclude se n of an alignment

which minimizes such impacts, and construction phasing ent that assures that

wildlife have an unobstructed movemnent u:rrulur thr
with the permanent project. St i
proceed at a rate of about 23-

ut the construction ]'.l]] s and
struction is ex

eet pel
corridor is typically about 1,000 Feet wide the period of disruption cs:uld hc sig:li['luunt
unless there is a mitigation measure that assures a functioning corridor is maintained

|'|I|; al- | bt

» clear. The monitoring neads

: defined with enough detail so that it is possible to make 2 judgement that it is
reasonable. There are some basic guidelines for this identified in the MHCP. The MM
needs to be consistent with the MHCP and provide more detail so that it is capable of being
enforced

{ ) Hvdrofracturing is mentioned as a possible impact in the DEIR. Project
representatives h: area of concern is in Macario Canyon.  They
further stated that if llm would occur it could result in slurry breaking through to the
surface.  Please provide clarification of what the anticipated impacts are, how the project
has addressed them, and how the conclusion was reached that these are insignificant and
require no mitigation- particularly given the proximity to Agua Hedionda Lagoon,

[I\I P ll ses ot l.h W Ay pl mn._d impacts for w
If there are impacts in hardline areas then there needs to be a more ¢
proposed revisions to hardline boundaries, and double the normal mitigation hsl impacting
hardline land,

{ ) Portions of the proposed pipeline alignment will impact the only remaining core
habitat area in Carlsbad, and one of very few in the entire seven city MHCP area. Vol. 1
of the MHCP discusses the overall importance of these core areas, while Volume 2
discusses the species specific conservation and management actions, The proposed project
design will reduce the remaining core habitat. The DEIR failed to evaluate the effect of
this on

L (cont

31H

311

added to Figure 3-5, showing the locations where trenchless construction is
proposed for al potential alignments. Pipeline construction method is
open-cut unless specifically called out as “Trenchless Construction”.

Some short segments that are not currently called out as requiring trenchless
construction may, in fact, require this method. One example is the narrow
easement to the Maerkle Reservoir from the City of Carlsbad Flow Control
Structure No. 3 at the Tri-Agencies Pipeline, located north of the reservoir
along Shadowridge Drive. The City of Carlsbad engineering staff have not
identified this segment as requiring a trenchless method at this time.
Detailed design information may identify the limitations of open-cut
construction aong this route. Important considerations will include the
feasibility of installing a new 30-inch pipe while maintaining operation of
the existing pipe, noise and dust impacts, length of construction time and
cost.

Project impacts to jurisdictional wetlands/waters, including herbaceous
wetland, open channel and southern willow scrub vegetation
communities/land cover types are shown on Figure 4.3-11 (page 4.3-30)
and discussed in Section 4.3.4 (page 4.3-31) of the Draft EIR. Impacts are
identified as follows. herbaceous wetland (0.05 acre), open channel (0.07
acre) and southern willow scrub (0.44 acre) (Table 4.3-2, page 4.3-31 of the
Draft EIR). No isolated waters were identified within the project impact
area.

Formal Findings of Consistency with the Carlsbad HMP will be required for
the project prior to any approvals that convey take authorization pursuant to
the HMP. The Findings will include all necessary documentation related to
wetland protection requirements of the HMP and permit conditions related
to the 10 (a)(1)(B) and NCCP permits issued in conjunction with the HMP
for take of covered species. Impact avoidance and minimization techniques
are also discussed in the Draft EIR in Section 4.3.4 (pages 4.3-18 and 19),

Precise Development Plan and Desalination Plant Project

December 2005

4062-01
100




RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

species specific conservation and management

MM for this habitat impact should include that mitigation occur within this core area or
linkages in order to maintain the biological value assumed in the HMP/MHCP.

() The California Coastal Gnatcatcher(CCGlis a key species of concern in both the
MHCP and HMP. A pair of CCG establishes a territory and the density that can be
supported depends upon the quality of the habitat in the territory. The DEIR does not
show locations near the proposed pipeline alignments . d habitat quality or estimate
the number of pairs that can be supported pre and post project conditions.  The Biological
Technical Report stated that a CCG was noted around Maerkle reservoir- but location was
not mapped, and the very limited areas where biological surveys were done does not
support the conclusion that there are no impacts. Furthermore portions of the alignments
shown on Figure 2 Vicinity map in the Biological Technical Report cross areas designated
by the USFW habitat for the CC The DEIR needs to identify impacts on this
designated critica . map locations along all of the proposed alignment
segments, and fully discuss potential impacts to this species

( ) The Bio Technical Report Figure 2 identifies the arcas where vegetation mapping was
done for the project. These areas do not include key segments that cross sensitive habitat
including reaches B4, BS, G2-N and G3-N. If other biological survey data was used for
those segments then it should be summarized in the DEIR so it is possible to assess direct,
indirect, and cumulative impacts. This is of particular concern because a number of the
impacted habitat types could include narrow endemic species that are covered by the city
of Carlshad take permit. Adequate survey information needs to be provided to assure that
potential impacts to any narrow endemic species are fully identified and mitigated.

() The alignments shown on Figure 2 Vicinity map in the Biological Technical Report
do not match the alignments shown in the DEIR as “Offsite Pipeline Alternative Routes
Reach Location Key Map.” Please clarify this discrepancy and clarify if bio survey area is
consistent with the alignments in the DEIR.

() There are a number of issues specific to each of the proposed pipeline alignments.
This information has not been provided in sufficient detail to use the biological impact
information as c i example, the
 portion of

Blue alignment ass)
Faraday ( from EI F owever the
project EIR for the Carlsbad Oaks North project which includes the financing district for
this section of roadway shows that it will not be built until after 2010 and there is no

i 3 ion as it will be dependent upon future traffic volume. Furthermore a

mitigation of the Carlsbad Oaks North project. An impact to mitigation land will require
twice the normal mitigation- a key issue, which was not called out in the DEIR. If this
roadway has not been constructed then all impacts from this pipeline segment should be
attributed to the desal project. These impacts have not been identified or mitigated.

The Green alignment shows no connection from G3-N to Maerkle Reservoir. When asked
about this. project staff indicated that there would be a connection- and that this portion of

31J

relative to trenchless construction methods that will be employed in areas of
drainage crossings and wetland areas. Section 4.3.4 (page 4.3-31) of the
Draft EIR indicates that impacts to jurisdictiona waterswetlands are
subject to review under Sections 401 and 404 of the federal Clean Water
Act and/or Section 1602 of the California Fish and Game Code. In
addition, the significance thresholds (Section 4.3.3, page 4.3-15 of the Draft
EIR) appropriately identify the following threshold identified in Appendix
G of the State CEQA Guidelines: “The project may have a significant effect
on the environment if it would have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including but not limited to marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means”. Such impacts
areidentified in the Draft EIR, as noted in this response.

Section 3.3 (page 3-16) of the Draft EIR states that “Roadway alignments
have been identified as the primary pipeline alignments to facilitate right-
of-way issues, and to avoid impacts that could be involved with off-road
alignments.” (emphasis added). Also, as noted in Response 311, further
measures to avoid and reduce impacts to sensitive resources using
trenchless construction techniques are also discussed in the Draft EIR.
Surveys for sensitive species were conducted as a part of the Biological
Resources Technical Report (Appendix E of the Draft EIR), and the species
occurrence data collected from those surveys is shown on Figures 4.3-1
through 11 (pages 4.3-20 through 30) of the Draft EIR. In addition, Section
4.3.4 (page 4.3-32) provides a discussion of impacts to sensitive plants and
sensitive animals that would result from project implementation. Therefore,
the Lead Agency believes that adequate information has been provided to
both illustrate and characterize the type and magnitude of project impacts
on hiological resources, and to explain impact avoidance and minimization
measures.

December 2005
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ed that this would be addre:

alignment needs 1o show the Full pipeline connection to Maerkle, which is assumed- but
not included, There will be additional temporary and potential permanent impacts from

this segment of the pipeline, which was not included in the DEIR.

: have been able 1o determing, no EIR has been done For this
segment of it ne. City stafT stated that this was included in the EIR
for the Cantarini/Holly 'sp[mL;\ Pro . However review of the orig

EIR™s for those two housing projects show no city water pipeline in the project description
or the discussion of water uppl\ impacts in section 4.9, It appears that no EIR has been
done for this segment of pipeline. Please fy what environmental reviews have
occurred for all segments of the distribution system that are needed Tor the desal plant
project- and address the cumulative impacts of the desal and potable water lines that are
assumed to parallel each other,

Furthermore, as far as

nal and recirculated

() Text mdn_m\ |h..| are several areas where abandoned lines will be removed- but

his will occur, and what the impacts would be from this
fy where such line removals would take place, identify the impacts and
ents are being removed rather than just capping off and leaving in
antly reduce impacts,

explain why any s
place which could

{ ) AB 130 requires that the m;
1Il~.uum|l Simply hsting mi
specify not only what will be done, but when. by whom, and how there is assurance that it
has been done.  Please provide full Mitigation/ Monitoring Plan.

gation/monitoring plan be included in the CEQA

ation measures is not a sufficient plan. The MMP needs to

{3 4.5 Clarify how the type of pipe will effect life, and leveltype of maintenance
requirements. In the absence of this information it is not possible to assess potential
impacts from such activities.

{ ) 4.7 Hydrology. This is a large size pipeline with high pressure- up to 350 psi in
some locations, Leaks/damage to such pipes can cause a high volume of run-off in a short
time- and part of this is upslope from wetlands where erosion could impact the water
hodies and'or sensitive wetland vegetation. We have recently experienced several sewer
spills in sensitive arcas caused by vandals, All such infrastructure should be assumed to be
@ potential targel, Please explain how leaks will be detected'monitored and provisions that
assure rapid response to address any problem with the distribution line. A mitigation
measure should be included that addresses timely response 1o spillsTleaks in order to

minimize any such impacts.

{ 3 4.8 Land Use. There is a potential for indirect impacts associated with the pipeline.
The HMP/MHCP identifies a number of potential ed
development. Portions of the pipeline will go through hardline conserved lands so this

issue should be addressed in the DEIR and has not been. Edge effects of development on

effects associated with

31K

31L

31M

Vegetation and land cover mapping conducted for the project followed the
standard naming conventions identified by Holland (as referenced in
Appendix E of the Draft EIR). Rudera land cover is considered a subset of
“disturbed” land cover identified in the MHCP and HMP, and is used to
provide additional detail regarding the project impacts. The ruderal
nomenclature indicates establishment of non-native plant species within
disturbed areas. Neither disturbed, nor ruderal land cover types are
considered sensitive, and as such, impacts to these land cover types are not
considered significant, and no mitigation is required.

See Response 31B. Portions of the offsite pipelines that cross core habitat
area and regional linkage areas are within existing or proposed roadways
(concurrent with or after road construction), and therefore construction of a
water delivery pipeline within the roadways would have no effect on
wildlife movement or other linkage function across the roadways.
Specifically, Section 4.3.4 (page 4.3-33 of the Draft EIR states that “while
portions of the different pipeline aignments under study cross hardline
preserve areas and standards areas in Carlsbad, the alignments will not
disturb these existing and future habitat areas as all construction will be
located within existing or future road rights of way or will be placed
underground using trenchless construction methods.” The project does not
propose the construction of access (maintenance) roads and as such,
permanent impacts associated with maintenance roads was not analyzed and
is not covered by the EIR (see Draft EIR at page 4.3-18 — “For the purposes
of this assessment, all biological resources within the limits of the proposed
trenching, and drilling and receiving pits are considered temporary impacts,
because no permanent improvements, such as access roads are proposed.”)

The Lead Agency believes that the mitigation measure provides adequate
assurance that sufficient monitoring of biological resources will be carried
out by the Lead Agency, and is consistent with the requirements of the
HMP.
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preserve land is a significant indirect impact- and one that requires mitigation. This effect
was considered in the MECP preserve design as is shown on Figure 2-4 Volume 1T
Final MHCP Plan. The measure of 204} meters from a presery e was used to evaluate

these effects and assure that the resultant p
and 5. For the plan to work edge efTe
con abitat must b
into account in preserve

¢ design would still meet biolog
must be controlled and minimized.
in the define
ign. The proposed pre

ct design violates all of

these principle:

These concepts are incorporated into the MHCP Volume 1, Section 3.8 Biological preserve
design checklist.  The general Preserve Design checklist includes:

large blocks of unfragmented habitat, following natural topography (ridges
and watersheds)

a5 between core habitat blocks; restoration or
g onnections 1o other open space lands
s or habital patches outside the subarea plan

key existing linkay

configuration that minimiz
development and edge-to-edg

¢ effects between habitat preserves and
rve ratio

None of these concepts were addressed in the DEIR

R el I L TS
i addition io the MBCE, Carlsbad's

from ed ects and include:
effects which are detailed in section F.3
it pin
issues thal impact the
d- with appropriate mi
minimum include basi
signage. and lighting

access roads, appropris

{ 149 Noise. The noise analysis was done from heavy traffic locations- where noise

levels are alre

high. The project noise level analysis should look at potential impacts

noise monitoring locations was at the intersec " CannonWisteria= blocks away from
i line routes. What is th vel in the immediate vicinity
he pipehine and at the pump station in the area near Maerkle
There are sensitive receptors in this area- both endangered species and residents

of the senior community.

{ ) Vibration is mentioned as a potential impact but it is concluded that the area of
impact is “not in close proximity to residents™ therefor there are no significant impacts
Please provide a figure that shows area of impact so it is possible to determine
proximity/potential impacts- both to residents and sensitive species in the open space arcas.

{ ) 410 Traffic . Please limit hours/days of construction and truck traflic in a MM in

order to reduce effects on adjacent residences as well as sensitive species,

~AA (coni

~BB

31N

310

31P

31Q

31R

The commentor inaccurately represents the conclusions of the Draft EIR
with respect to potential impacts associated with hydro-fracturing. The
Draft EIR Section 4.3.4 (page 4.3-18) specifically states that “If hydro-
fracturing occurs in areas of sensitive biological resources, significant
impacts could result.” and consequently provides mitigation measures
(Mitigation measure 4.3-6, page 4.3-54 of the Draft EIR).

See Responses 31B and 31L. The Draft EIR clearly states that no hardline
conservation areas would be affected by the project, because of their
proposed location within existing or future roadways.

See Responses 31B, 31L and 310.

Section 4.3.4 (page 4.3-32) of the Draft EIR states that “implementation of
the proposed project would result in the temporary loss of suitable habitat
for three pairs and one individual coastal California gnatcatcher”, and
identifies this impact as significant. Mitigation for this impact is provided
in Section 4.3.6 (page 4.3-52 and 53) in the form of habitat replacement at
ratios specified by and consistent with the HMP, and by requiring that
clearing of coastal sage scrub habitat be conducted outside of the breeding
season of the coastal California gnatcatcher, also pursuant to the HMP
requirements. The location of the individuals was not identified within the
project impact area, however, the Biological Resources Technical Report
(Appendix E of the Draft EIR) and the EIR text as noted above identified
the area of coastal sage scrub within the vicinity of the mapped individuals
as suitable habitat. It is therefore presumed that the areas impacted could
support the species, and the mitigation measures therefore reflect that the
impacted areas are potentially occupied by the species.

See Responses 31B, 31L and 310. The referenced pipeline segments are all
within either existing roadways or within future alignments of approved
roadways, for which CEQA documentation has already been completed, as
noted in Section 2.4 (pages 2-2 through 5).
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() 5.0 Cumulative Impacts. Under the conditions of the approved habitat take permit,
the city is required to assess consistency with the MHCP/HMP in the project CEQA
document. The DEIR merely states that the proposed project is consistent. Such a
statement is not sufficient to meet the conditions of the take permit- particularly where
elements of the project will impact core habitat, and the regional wildlife corridor. A
detailed list of consistency findings needs to be included in the DEIR. This is of particular
concern because there is no identification of a preferred pipeline alignment. This results in
incomplete identification of project impacts, and just a very general description of how
impacts will be mitigated. The level of detail is insufficient to make adequate consistency
findings.

() Project information indicates no pump station within the core open space area or
around Maerkle, but the city of Carlsbad Master Water Plan has a project for greatly
mereased pump capacity at Maerkle. This should be considered as part of the cumulative
project impacts. Furthermore water distribution systems and pump stations have security
risks. Increased site security could impact project footprint. Please identify all cumulative
impacts associated with increased pump station capacity and improved system security.

() One of the key issues in the California Coastal Commission analysis of coastal desal
plants was the impact on privatization of water and how this d other areas where
such privatization has already occurred. They concluded that the issue of privatizing could
have sigi ant environmental consequences. This issue was identified as a concern in our
scoping letter. but has not been addressed in this DEIR.

{ ) 6.0 Project Alternaiives. Three aliemative pipelir snmenis are identified on
Figures- but there is no deseription of impacts by alternative and consequently no ability to
determine which of these is th ng. It appears that a

sensitive habitat. The CEQA Juire that biolog

way to quantify trade-ofF in terms of the reduced habitat and wetlands impacts Vs other
project objectives. This lack of information precludes informed decisions by the public,
the public officials responsible for reviewing and approving the DEIR for the city, and for
the resource agencies.

The distribution system is a project element with a number of adverse impacts, which can
be easily distinguished as variations of a proposed project. The city has previ en
informed of the key issues that must be addressed in an alternatives analysis. Th
( Delano, 2001) : “The core of an EIR is the mitigation and alternatives sections.” Citizens
of Goleta Valley v. Board of Supervisors. 52 Cal.3d 564 (1990). An EIR “must
produce information sufficient to permit a reasonable choice of alternatives so far as
environmental aspects and concerned.” San Bernardino Valley Audubon Society, Inc v.
County of San Bemardino, 122 Cal. App. 3d738,750-51 (1984). “Environmentally superior
alternatives must be examined whether or not they would impede to some degree the
attainment of objectives.” Kings County, 221 Cal. App. 3d at 737.) the core of the EIR
process . The alternatives analysis in the DEIR did not provide an adequate range of’
alternatives to assess the environmental impacts of the proposed project.

ncludes
™ Citizens

—JJ

31S

31T

31U

Figure 2 of the Biological Resources Technical Report (Appendix E of the
Draft EIR) includes an alignment of pipeline that is actually part of the
City’s Water Master Plan, which would provide a connection from the
proposed desalination water delivery pipeline in College Boulevard
extended to Maerkle Reservoir, under one of the potential alignment
options. Because that facility is not proposed as one of the project facilities,
it is not shown on Figure 3-5 of the Draft EIR text. To avoid confusion and
provide clarification, Figure 2 of the Biological technical Report contained
in Appendix E of the Draft EIR has been revised to be consistent with
Figure 3-5 of the EIR text.

As noted in Section 3.3 (page 3-16) of the Draft EIR, “a number of
alignment options have been identified to provide flexibility in alignment
selection and to ensure that all potential alignment segments are analyzed in
the EIR.” The pipelines that are proposed within future roadways, such as
the Faraday Avenue (which is currently under construction) and College
Boulevard extensions, would not be built in advance of the roadways
themselves. Therefore there would be no impacts attributable to only the
pipelines within these future road rights-of-way. |f timing for construction
of these future roadways does not coincide with timing of construction of
the offsite pipelines, different routing options will be implemented.

See Response 31T. While it may be true that the Carlsbad Water Master
Plan does not include facilities to accommodate the proposed project, the
water distribution lines proposed in the Master Plan are capable of
conveying potable water, regardless of the source (e.g. imported water or
locally supplied desalinated water). Therefore, the proposed project, under
one of its water delivery option scenarios, proposes to utilize the future
Water Master Plan pipeline that is proposed to traverse the future
Cantarini/Holly Springs development area. That proposed Water Master
Plan facility would have adequate capacity to accommodate flows
anticipated from the proposed project.
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() 9.0 Growth Inducing. The analysis references the RWFMP program EIR which

identified the desal plant as
is mot, This
explanation. §

growth inducing, vet this project DEIR concludes that it
een the conclusions in these two EIRs requires further
his project will contribute 50 mg'd of the 112-133 mg/d from a

regional facility it seems reasonable that the growth inducing impacts would be
proportional

Conclusions

e comments fully support our recommendation to require a new EIR that
and indirect project impacts, provides appropriate mitigation,

adequately a
selection of a preferred allemative,

cumulative impacts and project alternatives, and fully justifies the

The DEIR has failed to address

The City should require that these issues be addressed

merous reasonable For

sseeahle environmental impacts.
circulated DEIR

T

Thank vou for your consideration of these comments. We look forward to working with
you to achieve a project that improves our water supply. without degrading the largest
natural open space area left in coastal North County.

Sincerely,

Diane Nygaard
On Behalf of Preserve Calavera

Cc: Ben Frater- USFWS
MNancy Frost — Ca Dept of Fish and Game

5020 Nighthawk Way — Oceanside, CA 92056
www.preservecalavera.org

—KK

-LL

31V

31W

31X

31Y

As noted in Response 31T, the pipeline contemplated within the future
extension of College Boulevard is one option being considered, and
selection of that option would be contingent upon both the commencement
of road construction concurrent with project construction, and
commencement of the Cantarini/Holly Springs projects to make the
connection to Maerkle Reservoir. Subject to separate environmental
review, the City of Carlsbad intends to locate the future facilities identified
in the Water Master Plan within future roadways of those developments.
However, the alignment for the pipeline within the development projects
and east to Magerkle Reservoir is not sufficiently established to provide for a
specific alignment. This constraint also applies to the optional segment of
pipeline that would carry desalinated water. As noted, if timing for
development of future roads and development projects does not coincide
with development of the desdlination water delivery pipelines, other
alignment options would be implemented. Specifically, access to Maerkle
Reservoir would be achieved by either implementing the Blue alignment, or
by selecting the Lake Boulevard alignment (shown in pink on Figure 3-5 of
the Draft EIR) with the Green alignment.

It is not clear what portion of the text the commentor is referencing. It is
not proposed that any existing pipelines would be abandoned or removed.

A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) is being
prepared for the project, pursuant to the requirements of Section 15097 of
the State CEQA Guidelines. As required, the MMRP is to be adopted in
conjunction with approval of the project and will therefore be included
among the items considered by the Lead Agency in its deliberations over
the project.

The anticipated pipe materials include cement mortar lined and coated steel
pipe, concrete cylinder pipe or a combination. These materials are very
rugged because of the composite construction and can withstand design
pressures in excess of what is expected for this project. The inherent
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corrosion resistance of the Portland cement mortar for both types of pipe
will help to minimize or eliminate unscheduled maintenance activities.
Additional cathodic protection can be installed where aggressive soils are
encountered. Pipe and joints are designed as a system and incorporate the
analyses of internal and external loadings, soil conditions, pipe deflection
and occurrence of other nearby facilities. Surge analyses are conducted to
determine the maximum and minimum pressures the pipeline could be
subjected to due to a condition such as a pump failure. Properly designed
piping systems will last decades.

Leak protection is provided by proper pipeline design and installation. A
properly designed pressure pipeline will not leak. As stated above, cement
mortar is inherently resistant to corrosion. The steel components will
quickly develop an oxide coating, which is maintained by the high pH
mortar. Where soils indicate, cathodic protection with monitoring stations
will be installed. These stations are unobtrusive and alow a maintenance
crew to test for an electrical current. A current indicates that cathodic
protection is occurring. Continuous construction observation by
independent construction inspectors as well as City inspectors, includes
soils (pipe bedding, backfill and roadway base) material and density testing,
welded joint testing and general observance of whether generally accepted
construction principles and methods are being used. Engineering support
includes review of al materials and methods the contractor is proposing
along with conformance with the contract documents. This approach will
ensure atrouble-free system for decades.

There really are no direct methods for pipe leak detection. Cathodic
protection test stations may indicate a future problem, but will not
necessarily indicate that a leak is occurring. Other means for testing
pipeline function could include continuous or intermittent pressure
monitoring at strategic locations along the pipeline. Pressure readings that
differ from established normal readings could indicate a problem.
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31AA

31BB

31CC

A pressure pipeline is different than a gravity sewer system. No structures
allow access to the pressure piping system. Air/vacuum valves are protected
underground, and improper functioning of valve blow-offs will not impair
the safe operation of the piping system. A regularly scheduled visit to each
blow-off will allow personnel to maintain and repair any damage. Any
pump stations will be fenced and will be continuously monitored for
intrusion. All pumps and appurtenances will be located within a locked
building. No facilities will be unsecured.

See Responses 31B, 31L and 310. Facilities proposed within areas
identified as hardline preserve would be within existing or future roadways.
Such project facilities therefore would not result in any changes to existing
conditions relative to edge effects associated with existing roads, nor would
they increase or modify any of the edge effects anticipated to occur with
future roads in areas of sensitive habitat, because the pipelines would be
installed beneath the roadway and would not have any above-ground
features. Therefore, the preserve design issues identified by the commentor
are not relevant to the proposed project. Additionally, indirect or “edge”
effects for those segments of pipeline that are proposed outside of existing
or future roadways or development areas (all of which are outside of HMP
and MHCP designated hardline conservation areas) are addressed in the
Draft EIR Section 4.3.4 (pages 4.3-32 and 33).

For the reasons stated in Response 31AA, the referenced adjacency
standards are not applicable to the proposed pipelines.

As stated in Section 4.9.2 (page 4.9-4) of the Draft EIR, “the existing noise
environment varies widely throughout the offsite pipeline project area,
generaly ranging from quiet uninhabited areas to urban residential. Noise
measurements were conducted along the proposed offsite pipeline project
area to determine the approximate ambient daytime noise level. The
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31DD

31EE

31FF

measured average sound level varied from 41 to 68 dB. The greatest noise
levels resulted at noise measurement sites that were exposed to traffic noise
from Melrose Drive and Cannon Road. The lower noise levels were at sites
where there was no traffic nearby or within residential areas such as Site 6
near Redwood Crest, or Site 8 at the existing terminus of Faraday Avenue
in the City of Vista.” These noise measurement locations include both
residential and undeveloped areas containing sensitive habitats. Table 4.9-2
(page 4.9-4) of the Draft EIR provides noise measurements from these
locations. As noted on page 4.9-7 of the Draft EIR, “The closest noise
sengitive receivers are generally located adjacent to the pipeline utility
corridor and residential roads within the Shadowridge Community in Vista
and Ocean Hills Community in Oceanside.  The residences would be
approximately 40 to 50 feet from the proposed pipeline construction area.”
It is assumed that the commentor’s reference to the “senior community” is
the Ocean Hills Country Club community within the Ocean Hills area of
Oceanside.

Language has been added to the Final EIR discussion on vibration (page
4.9-9 of the Draft EIR) to clarify that the activities with the potentia to
generate ground-borne vibration are associated with the proposed
desdlination plant site, which is noted on Figure 3-3 (page 3-8 of the Draft
EIR), not the offsite pipelines.

The project will be required to develop a traffic control plan and a
construction routing plan. Depending on the ultimate combination of
pipeline segments selected, the Lead Agency will impose restrictions on
routing and timing of truck trips, based on traffic conditions at the time of
construction, as noted in Mitigation Measure 4.10-2 (pages 4.10-12 and 13
of the Draft EIR).

The Draft EIR, Section 4.3.4 (page 4.3-33) discusses the project’s
relationship to applicable regional resource planning efforts, including the
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Multiple Habitat Conservation Plan and associated City of Carlsbad Habitat
Management Plan and City of Oceanside Subarea Plan. That section also
discusses the project’s consistency with those plans, pursuant to addressing
the applicable CEQA significance thresholds. It is acknowledged that
formal findings of consistency will be required at the point in the planning
process when the project is considered for approval.

As noted in Section 3.4.3 (page 3-26 of the Draft EIR) all potential
alignments and sub-alignments that have been identified by the applicant
are analyzed, thereby presenting a “worst case” analysis of potential
impacts associated with the pipelines. Therefore contrary to what the
commentor suggests, the impact analyses are complete, and the description
of mitigation is specific, not general. Particularly related to biological
resources, “direct impacts were quantified by overlaying the limits of
project grading, trenching and construction staging on the biological
resources map of the study area....A 40-foot impact corridor has been used
to assess direct impacts for trench construction.” (Draft EIR at page 4.3-18).
Mitigation measures include specific acreages for each sensitive habitat that
isimpacted, at ratios specified in the HMP (Draft EIR at page 4.3-52).

The pump station mentioned in the City’s recent update to the Water Master
Plan is to increase the flows from the existing earthen reservoir (Maerkle
Dam) to the existing 10 mgd concrete buried storage tank (Maerkle
Reservoir). This Water Master Plan required pump station is not part of the
proposed desalination project. It is an improvement recommended in the
Water Master Plan regardless of the source of the water supply and will be
constructed based on when the water demands increase to the point that
additional flow capacity from Maerkle Dam to Maerkle Reservoir is
needed. City staff estimates increased water demands may dictate pump
station construction sometime between 2010 and 2015. However, this
improvement may not be completed until buildout in 2020.
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While it is understood that water distribution systems and pump stations
have security risks, again they are not part of the desalination project.
However, CMWD has taken steps to increase security in al existing
facilities in accordance with recommendations within a Vulnerability
Assessment Study completed and approved by the CMWD Board
approximately 2 years ago. Any new District facilities will come under the
same study recommendations.

Both the enlarged pump station as well as an additional 15 mgd capacity
underground storage reservoir next to existing Maerkle Reservoir, another
improvement identified in the Water Master Plan, are included in Table 5-1,
Cumulative Projects, of Section 5.0 of the EIR.

The Lead Agency does not agree that public ownership in and of itself
would result in different types or levels of environmental impacts.
Substantial evidence in the Draft EIR indicates that the project (privately
owned and operated) would fully comply with the Coastal Act, the Clean
Water Act, and other environmental laws and regulations. One example of
this obvious factor is the provision in the Water Purchase Agreement
between the Carlsbad Municipal Water District and the applicant (Appendix
B) that provides that CMWD’s obligation to buy water is subject to
Poseidon having obtained and maintained all necessary governmental
approvals for construction and operation of the project. Specifically:

LEGAL ENTITLEMENTS. (Page 9 of the Agreement — Appendix B of
the Draft EIR) Poseidon, at its sole cost and expense, shall be solely
responsible for obtaining and maintaining (or causing its applicable
subcontractors to obtain and maintain) any and al permits, licenses,
approvals, authorizations, consents and entitlements of whatever kind and
however described (collectively, “Legal Entitlements”) which are required
to be obtained or maintained with respect to the Project or the activities to
be performed by Poseidon (or its applicable subcontractors) under this
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Agreement and which are required to be issued by any federal, state, city or
regional legidative, executive, judicial or other governmental board,
agency, authority, commission, administration, court or other body or any
official thereof having jurisdiction with respect to any matter which is
subject to this Agreement, including without limitation the California
Coastal Commission, the Regional Water Quality Control Board, the City,
the Carlsbad Housing and Redevelopment Commission ("RDA") and the
District (each, a "Governmental Authority"). Poseidon also shall be solely
responsible for compliance with and for all costs and expenses necessary for
compliance with the CEQA, to enable Poseidon to make Product Water
available to the District pursuant to this Agreement, and Poseidon shall be
responsible for initiating any procedures required for compliance with
CEQA with regard to this Agreement. The City shall be the "Lead Agency"
(asthat termis used in CEQA) with respect to the Project and shall include
this Agreement as part of the proposed Project which will be subject to
environmental review under CEQA.

In addition, the City has the right under the agreement to approve any
assignee at its sole discretion, and any future assighee must agree to abide
by Lega Entitlements.

The optional aignments for the proposed offsite pipelines are not
considered to be alternatives to the project, but are rather described as being
the project itself. As noted in the Draft EIR, Section 3.4.3, Page 3-16, “A
number of alignment options have been identified to provide flexibility in
alignment selection and to ensure that all potential alignment segments are
analyzed in the EIR. Although the EIR includes project level
environmental analysis of several potential alignment options (Figure 3-5,
Offsite Water Delivery Facilities), only one of the potential alignment
options will be constructed as part of the project. This provides for a worst
case analysis, in that not al of the segments of pipe that are analyzed for
potential impacts will be built.” Therefore, it is not the case that the
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environmental effects of one alignment option are being weighed against
another. The environmental analysis contained in the Draft EIR includes
effects associated with all of the alignment options. Therefore, since some
of the alignments will not be constructed, the actual environmental effects
will be lessthan what is analyzed in the Draft EIR.

Language has been added to the Fina EIR to clarify that the Reduced
Project Capacity alternative is considered to be the environmentally
superior alternative.  Pursuant to the guidance provided in Section
15126.6(d) of the CEQA Guidelines, the Lead Agency believes that the
Draft EIR discussion of project alternatives (contained in Section 6.0)
provides sufficient information about each alternative to allow meaningful
evaluation, analysis and comparison with the proposed project. As noted in
the aforementioned Guidelines section, “the effects of the alternative shall
be discussed, but in less detail than the significant effects of the project as
proposed.” It should also be noted that the CEQA Guidelines (Section
15126.6(b)) states that the purpose of the alternatives analysisis to focus on
aternatives which are capable of avoiding or substantially lessening any
significant effects of the project. As noted in the discussion of project
impacts, feasible mitigation measures are proposed that have the ability to
reduce nearly all of the significant effects of the project, with the exception
being cumulative air quality impacts and regional growth-inducing impacts,
for which no feasible project-level mitigation is available. As noted in
Section 6.0 of the Draft EIR, none of the project alternatives would provide
avoidance or mitigation of impacts (including biological impacts) that could
not be achieved with implementation of the proposed mitigation measures
for the project. Therefore, the Lead Agency believes that adequate
information and appropriate level of detail is provided in the analysis of
project alternatives to foster meaningful public participation and informed
decision making.

See Response 3111.
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31KK The commentor incorrectly summarizes the conclusion of the growth-
inducing impacts discussion from the Draft EIR. The Draft EIR (page 9-5)
states that “the (RWFMP) EIR concludes that while the RWFMP may foster
additional growth indirectly by removing barriers to growth, it is too
speculative to reasonably assess what physical effects on the environment
may result from the RWFMP’s contribution to growth, and therefore,
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15145, the conclusions are noted and
the discussion terminated.” The Draft EIR then further states that
“implementation of the proposed project at a local level would have the
same potential for growth inducement as the RWFMP, and no additional
discussion of potential growth effects are required or necessary.”

Additional analysis and conclusions are presented in Section 9.0 of the
Draft EIR for the specific impact that the project would have on growth-
inducement locally within the City of Carlshad. That discussion concludes
that because of growth control measures that exist as a result of the City’s
Growth Management Plan adopted by the voters, there would be no
substantial local effect on growth-inducement. That conclusion is different
from the overall conclusion that the project may have a significant growth-
inducing effect on aregional basis.

31LL This comment appears to reference alleged inadequacies of the Draft EIR
identified in the commentor’s letter, to which responses are provided (See
Responses 31A through 31 KK). The Lead Agency believes that the Draft
EIR adequately addresses all potential environmental effects associated
with the proposed project and proposes adequate and feasible mitigation,
pursuant to the requirements of CEQA.
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OCEAN HILLS PROPERTY PROTECTION FUND TRUST
Ocean Hills Country Club
4610 Cyrus Way, Oceanside, CA 92056

June 27, 2005

Scott Donnell

Associate Planner

City of Carlsbad Planning Department
1635 Faraday Avenue

Carlsbad, CA 92008

Jeff Garvey

Desalination Project Manager

San Diego County Water Authority
4677 Overland Avenue

San Diego, CA 92123

Peter M. Macl

Senior Vice President-Product Development
Poseidon Resources Corporation

501 W. Broadway, Suite 840

San Diegn, CA 92101

Donnell W. Wilcox

Project Engineer

Carollo Engingers

5575 Ruffin Road, Suite 200
San Diego, CA 92123

Subject: Desalination Plant Project—Our Position Statement
(Includes Response to City of Carlsbad/Poseidon Draft EIR)

Greetings to All:

The Ocean Hills Property Protection Fund Trust is funded by private financial
contributions from among the more than 2,000 residents of Ocean Hills Country Chub, and
it is administered by six Trustees. The Fund’s purposc is to help ensure that all - A
development with potential impact on our neight ible and ce itk
with maintaining or improving our current quality of !ule We live in a safe, tranquil
community, and we are unequivocally committed to keeping it that way

The Ocean Hills Property Protection Fund hereby states its position for the benefit of all
interested parties with regard to a desalination plant in north San Diego County:

-B
1. We strongly-support a desalination plant in north San Diego County, and are pleased
that plans seem to be moving forward for such a plant. n
2. Asa matter of record, we would vigorously oppose any plan that includes a pumping
station within earshot or within sight of any residents of Ocean Hills Country Club. -C

32A

32B

32C

32D

32E

32F

RESPONSE TO COMMENT NO. 32
Ocean Hills Property Protection Fund Trust
Chuck Lingenfelter (

L etter dated June 27, 2005)

This comment provides background on the commentor’s organization. No
response is necessary.

The commentor expresses support for construction of a desalination
located in north San Diego County. Comment noted. No response is
necessary.

As noted in Section 3.4.3 (page 3-28) of the Draft EIR, a single off-site
pump station is proposed with the project, located on Oceanside
Boulevard within an existing public works yard, which is several miles
from the Ocean Hills Country Club community.

See Response 32C. The San Diego County Water Authority’s project is
not the subject of this EIR.

This comment is noted and will be considered by the Lead Agency in its
deliberations over the project. In the event that a pipeline alignment in the
vicinity of the Ocean Hills Country Club community is selected, the
concerns addressed in this comment will be considered by the City
Engineering Department in its approval of pipeline design and
construction specifications.

The most recent Carlsbad Master Water Plan (2003) does include plans
for expansion of the pump station at Maerkle Reservoir as well as
congtruction of an underground storage reservoir. However, these
proposed projects are not part of the desalination project. When the
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[Page 2 of 2]

3. We are encouraged that the draft EIR recently released by the City of Carlsbad
and Poseidon does not propose a pumping station anywhere near our perimeter
boundaries. We understand and expect that the San Diego County Water
Authority’s draft EIR reportedly to be released within the next few months also will
not propose such a pumping station.

4, If any pipe laying should become necessery anywhere near our perimeter boundaries,
we would oppose the open trench method in favor of a pulled pipe or other
trenchless method. Ocean Hills Country Club is a “55-plus,” age restricted community
of well over 2,000 residents, many of whom have respiratory ailments and extreme
sensitivity to dust and other airb particul: From all available information,
problems associated with the open trench method of pipe laying cannot be sufficiently
mitigated to eliminate serious health risks to our residents.

wn

. We are concemned that there has not yet been full disclosure concerning expansion plans
under consideration for the Maerkle Reservoir site. Therefore:

‘We respectfolly request an answer to the following questions: Is the City

of Carlsbad and/or the Southern California Water Authority and/or any ether
government or private entity planning any expamsion of the Maerkle Reservoir
site, including but not limited to an expansion of the pumping station capacity,
expansion of reserveir storage capacity and/or installation of any new pipelines?
1 50, when will the draft ETR(s) be issued detailing these plans?

The most recent Carlsbad Master Water Plan (2003) reportedly includes plans

for a major expansion of the pump station at Maerkle Reservoir, as well as construction
of a huge underground storage reservoir. Yet nothing was mentioned about any of this
in the City's desalination plant draft EIR

o

. Our community borders on the Calavera area open space, and we would oppose any
plan that would have a significant adverse impact on this very special natural area.

*EE  EER EEE kkE RRR
We highly value our ongoing dialogue with the Cities of Carlsbad and Oceanside, the San
Triego County Water Authority, Poseidon Resources and Carollo Engineers, and appreciate
that all of you are committed to maintaining open and clear channels of communication
with us.

Yours truly, .

Chantes Lingenfllier

Chuck Lingenfelter, President, Ocean Hills Property Protection Fund Trust
Signed on Behalf of All Six Trustees

cc: Bud Lewis, Mayor, Carlsbad City Council
Morris Vance, Mayor, Vista City Council
Jim Wood, Mayor, Oceanside City Council
Esther Sanchez, Member, Oceanside City Council
Sherri Mackin, Member, Oceanside City Council

32G

District's water demand increases to the point that these projects are
needed, al environmental studies and assessments will be completed at
that time and prior to any design and construction.  City staff estimates
increased water demands may dictate construction of the underground
storage reservoir in 2008-2009 and pump station construction sometime
between 2010 and 2015. However, these improvements may not be
completed until buildout in 2020.

Both the expanded pump station and construction of an underground
storage reservoir are identified in Table 5-1, Cumulative Projects, of
Section 5.0 of the EIR.

As described on page 3-2 in EIR Section 3.0, Project Description, the San
Diego County Water Authority (SDCWA) is currently conducting
planning and environmental studies for a regional seawater desalination
facility at the Encina Power Station. One of the pipeline alignments
under consideration by SDCWA that would carry desalinated water
passes by Maerkle Reservoir and may include a secondary pump station
at that location. As noted on page 3-2, it is assumed that if the
desalination project proposed by Poseidon Resources and analyzed by
this EIR is approved and built, the SDCWA desalination facility proposal
at the Encina Power Station and related pipelines would not be built.

More information about the SDCWA proposed project may be obtained
by contacting Bob Yamada of the Water Authority, at 858-522-6744 or
ryamada@sdcwa.org.

As noted on Figure 3-5 (page 3-17) of the Draft EIR, al of the potential
alignments for the offsite pipelines within the areas that are proposed for
conservation under the City’s Habitat Management Plan are proposed
within existing and future roadways. In addition, Section 4.3 (Biological
Resources) of the Draft EIR provides a summary of impacts that would
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result from project construction, indicating that impacts to native habitats
total 5.1 acres.
32H Comment noted.
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT NO. 33
Industrial Environmental Association
Patti Krebs
(Letter dated June 15, 2005)

A NOUSTRIAL
l: ENVIRONMENTAL

SO ASSOCIATION

Leaders of Environmental Responsibilty 33A This comment provides background on the Industrial Environmental
June 15, 2005 Association and notes the purpose of their letter. No response is reguired.
Mr. Scott Donnell
Associate Planner
City of Carlsbad
1635 Faraday Avenue
Carksbed, CA 52008 33B The commentor expresses their concurrence with the findings of the Draft
Dear Mr. Donnell:

o » ) EIR and does not raise any issues or concerns. No further response is
The Industrial Environmental Association promotes environmental responsibility through

effective communication and interaction with our members, government, regulatory requ| raj
agencies, business and the community. We nse proven technology, scientific methods and —A )
common sense to achieve a beneficial relationship between environmental protection,
public health and economically sustainable growth. [ am writing to comment on the Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Carlshad Desalination Project.

The DEIR closely studied numerous issues related to the marine environment, regional
growth, land use, and confirms that the desalination facility can be built and operated in
an environmentally responsible manner without significant unmitigated impacts. The
DEIR also confirms that the proposed operation would ensure the continued biclogical
diversity in and around Agua Hedionda Lagoon through sustainable use of marine
resources and stewardship the lagoon and surrounding watershed. Specifically:

1. The project would require a separate National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) permit from the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control
Board that satisfies the requirements of the federal Clean Water Act; California
Ocean Plan; and the Comprehensive Water Quality Control Plan for the San
Diego Region. B

2. The proposed mitigation measures require that the information gencrated by the
ocean monitoring programs described in the DEIR would be available to the
public

3. The DEIR also evaluates potential Lagoon enhancements that include easements
for use, leases, or the dedication of land to the City of Carlsbed for general public
benefit. These features include the land Jocated on the north side of the lagoon
just west of the railroad tracks, next to Hubbs Sea World Research Institute. The
site is approximately two acres in size and is proposed to be used as a site for
expansion of the fish hatchery and aquatic research uses.

~
701 B Street - Suite 1040 + San Diego, CA 92101 » (618) 544-8684 « FAX (619) 544-9514 ‘J
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4.

wh

The project provides for optimam use of available coastal property throngh co-
Incation with the Encina Power Station.

. The DEIR. demonstrates that the proposed project will not cause significant

entrainment logses to marine organisms. The DEIR found that the incremental
entrainment eflect of larval fishes from the desalination plant eperations would be
less than 0.28 percent.

. The operation of the desalination plant would not result in significant impacts

related to elevated salinity levels. The DEIR discovered that under all possible
operating conditions the desalination plant would not result in salinity levels
ding the identified thresholds of signi

After thoroughly reviewing this report 1 feel that there is no environmental impact form
this plant that can not be mifigated.

Sincerely,

Patti Krebs
Executive Director

—B (cont.)

dzg:io 50 22 WnT
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT NO. 34

Agua Hedionda L agoon Foundation
Herb Papenfuss

e - (Letter dated June 15, 2005)

LAGOON .
DISCOVERY
CENTER 3

34A This comment provides information on the commentor’s organization. No
response is necessary.

June 15, 2005

Mr. Scott Donnell
Associate Planner
City of Carlsbad

1635 Faraday Avenue

Caristar, LA S 34B This comment expresses the commentor’s opinion regarding the
Sk - environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR and does not raise any
The Agua Hedionda La Foundation was established as a non profit corporation in . . . . . e
19;[) liu;els ;ﬁ:n:n'e,g‘::;or:uand ::?Smnoe l::;w z:r:’wrumucmal fcfatums oI]' the Agua ISsues regardl ng the envi ronmental anal ySiS that I'GQUI re a SpECIfIC
Hedionda Lagoon, marsh, wetlands and watershed area, to protect sensitive land through A .

agquisition or other means and to p balanced [ and ial uses r@onm, therefore no further respon% IS na:essary.

consistent with assured future lagoon vitality. The Foundation serves as an advocate lor
the lagoon and is a strong supporter of public access, trails and recreational opportunities.

The draft environmental impact report for the Carlsbad Desalination Project closely 34C The po| nts numbered 1 through 5 of comment C reference information

studied numerous issues related to the marine environment and land use around the LB

proposed project site and confirms that the desalination facility can be built and operated Contai ned in the Dl’aft EIR The commentor haS prOVided p@e numbers

in an environmentally responsible manner without significant unmitigated impacts. .

e, A s il el el el sy s mdined. | for each point. No specific issues or concerns are raised and therefore no

biological diversity i i d A Hedionda Lagoon through sustainabl f H

i fesouwoes snd swardship (e goon and surousding watershed. further response is necessary.

Specifically:
1. The project provides for optimun use of available coastal property through co- 34D As noted in the Draft EIR, monitoring data resulting from implementation

location with the Encina Power Station (DEIR Section 4.8.4). . i . i L .
2, The project achieves the project objectives in an environmentaily responsible of the EIR miti ga|0n measures will be available for pUb“C |ana:t|on_

manner without significant unmitigated impacts (DEIR Sections 4.1 through

411), L c

. The DEIR demonstrates that the proposed project will not cause significant
tra tl to marine organisms, The DEIR found that the incremental .
::':Lm.il:ll':::[ :;15_23;; I.a::-al fisht: from the desalination plant operations would be 34E The Commentor expre$es &Jpport for pOtentlal Iagoon enhancements
bel 0.01 and 0.28 . Species of direct recreational and ial - - .
il covetibe Iifiow e ot gf e digTied qrsahine sl o hig through obtainable permanent easements, leases or dedications. The
the fact that i 1, | h tof all fish | ecos . . .
productve adut, e aperation of the desalination plant would ot et i comment does not raise any issues or concerns regarding the adequacy of
significant impacts on those species. (DEIR pages 4,3-35 through 4.3-43). 3 X
4. The DEIR found that under all operating conditions the desalination plant would the land use analysis and therefore no further response is necessary.
not result in salinity levels ding the identified thresholds of significance.
Therefore, operation of the desalination plant would not result in significant

w

34F Comment noted regarding the Foundation’s support for microtunneling
JE— casans it and off-site transmission lines. No further response is necessary.
34G Prior to the start of construction, a Mitigation Implementation and
Monitoring Program would be developed pursuant to Section 21081.6 of
Precise Development Plan and Desalination Plant Project 4062-01
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]

impacts related to elevated salinity levels. A mitigation measure has been
included for purposes of requiring monitoring of the combined operations of the
desalination plant and the Encina Power Station to ensure that salinity levels
remain within the parameters that have been analyzed. (DEIR pages 4.3-43
through 51,

The project would require a separate National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NFDES) permit from the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control
Board that satisfies the requirements of the federal Clean Water Act; California
Ocean Plan; and the Comprehensive Water Quality Control Plan for the San
Diego Region. (DEIR page 3-32).

. The proposed mitigation measures require that the information generated by the

ocean monitoring programs described in the DEIR would be available w the
public (DEIR Mitigation Measure 4.3-6). The Foundation wants to be ensured
that we receive a copy of this document when it becomes available.

. The DEIR also evaluates potential Lagoon enhancements that include easements

for use, leases, or the dedication of land to the City of Carlsbad for general public
benefit. These features include the land located on the north side of the lagoon
just west of the railroad tracks, next to Hubbs Sea World Research Institute the
fishing beach adjacent to the Outer Lagoon and the bluff arca directly to the north
of Terra Mar.  Although these areas are currently used for public recreation
purposes the Foundation strongly supports obtaining permanent easements, leases
or actual dedications to ensuse that these areas always are accessible 1o the public.
(DEIR page 4.11-6&7).

. The Foundation supports the use of microtunneling wherever possible to reduce

adverse en impacts as d in the B Section
{4.3). The Foundation also supports the location of offsite transmission lines in
the right-of-ways of existing streets wherever possible,

. The Foundation requests that the City and other regulatory agencies ensure the
I )

iological mitigation 5 on page as 4.3-51-54 are closely
monitored and implemented.

The Agua Hedionda Lagoon Foundation supports this project because it is the most
logical, environmentally sensitive method of ensuring a future water supply for San
Diego County and it will not create any adverse environmental impacis on the Lagoon
and surrounding watershed

Sincerely,

Herb Papenfuss
President - Agua Hedionda Lagoon Foundation

C (cont.)

34H

the Public Resource Code. Section 21086.6 requires a public agency to
adopt a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) when it
approves a project that is subject to preparation of an EIR and where there
is the potentia for adverse environmental impacts. The MMRP includes
all of the mitigation measures contained in the Draft EIR and will be
considered by the Lead Agency in its deliberations on the project.

Comment noted regarding the commentor’s support of the project. No
further response is necessary.
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Comment No. 35

LOLA’S MARKET AND DELI WSS
3292 ROOSEVELTST. & s
CARLSBAD, CA. 92008 <&
15 June 2005, -

Mr. Scott Dennell, RAssociate Planner
CITY OF CARLSBAD -

1635 Faraday Rvenue

Carlsbad, CA 32008

Dear Mr, Donnell,

As = long time resident and business owner in the City of
Carlsbad, I have exzperienced the tremendous growth that has
oocourred these past few years. We know that in the future
we will be confronted with serious water problems. We have
toe take the necessary steps now to assure that we will have
plenty of water to supply cur needs, as well as the needs
of the surrounding communities ’

I congratulate the City for taking steps to improve water
supply reliability. This is an important aspect of ensuring
economic vitality in Carlsbad.

I have reviewed the project EIR and was especially
interested in the sections on noise, traffic and air
gquality. I am relieved to see that the project will have
few, if any, negative impacts during the construction phase
on businesses in our Village. Poseidon Resources has made
significant efforts to minimize nearby impacts, which
business ocwners greatly appraciate,

In addition, many icbs will be created during construction
and operation of the plant, which will benefit the local
economy. I wholeheartedly support this project.

ofelia ;. “ofie” Escobedo

Partner/cwner

CC: Ray Patchett, City Manager
Feter Mclagglan, Poseiden Resources

RESPONSE TO COMMENT NO. 35
Lola’s Market and Deli
Ofelia E. Escobedo
(Letter dated June 15, 2005)

35A This letter expresses the commentor’s support of the project and does not
raise any issues or concerns regarding the environmental analysis. No
further response is necessary.
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June 21, 2005

Mr. Scott Donnell
City of Carlsbad

35 Faraday Avenue
Carlsbad, CA 92008

Re: Dirafit EIR. for Carlsbad Desalination Projec
Dear Mr. Donnell:

1 would like to provide the City of Carlshad with comments on the Environmental Impact Report
fior the Precise Development Plan and Desalination Plant {EIR 03-0% — SCH# 2004041051) dated
May 2005 Hubhs-SeaWaorld Research Institute’s Leon Raymond Hubbard, Jr. Marine Fish
Hatchery ated on the Agua Hedionda Lagoon, scross from the proposed desalination

- |y, we ane cone

T 10 Conserve ~agoon's vital and producti

vation program supported by our hatchery Facility is not adversely impacted.

Because of our Institute’s unique dependence on the Lagoon habitat, T have reviewed the sections
of the draft report pertaining to biclogical impacts. The report’s authors conclude that any
cnvironmental impacts to the receiving waters, the surrounding habitats and/or the erganisms that
inhabit those habitats should be insignificant. Based on my review of the methodology and
results reported, these conclusions appear 1o be correct,

The biological survey work undertaken, the assay exy ion cond , and the
mathematical modeling performed appear 1o be a scientifically valid and awthoritative approach o
answering the bi impact guestions posed by the review process. The

ation to conduct on-going environmental sampling should allow the appropriate

pory agencies to test the assumptions that went into the models and also provide an

adequate bevel of assurance that significant negative impacts are not oo : Furthermare, this
sampling regime should afford a wealth of information, which will be invalusbie to resource
agencies charged with management of our living marine resources.

tion Facility will have an adverse impact on the
goon, or our hatchery’s aperations

on, T do not believe that the desal
wvironment, the Agua Hedionda L.

Tn concly
marine ¢

Thank you for affording our Institute the opportunity o provide an opi
proposed desalination facility during your review of this project.

on on the impacts of the

—5 i:-ccrcl}'_
-'\-\"H. e

—L
Donald B. Kent
President, Hubhs-SeaWaorld Research Institute &
Co-Principal Tnvestigator, Ocean R Exl
and Hatchery Program

2595 Ingraham Sireet | San Diego, CA 97108 1 T:
6295 Sea Harbar Drive | Orlando, FL 32821 1 T: 407 3701650

D) FE19.226.3944
07301653 | www hawriong

= "/E'
ey
TR Ness

& Stific

Excellence

36A

RESPONSE TO COMMENT NO. 36
Hubbs-SeaWorld Research I nstitute
Donald B. Kent
(Letter dated June 21, 2005)

Commentor acknowledges their review of the biological resources section
of the Draft EIR and concurs with the analysis. No issues or concerns
regarding the environmental analysis were raised and therefore no
additional response isrequired.
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Comment No. 37

GIA

GEMOLOGICAL TNSTITUTE OF AMERICA"

June 14, 2005

Secott Donnell, Associate Planner

City of Carlsbad, Planning Department
1635 Faraday Avenue

Carlsbad, CA 92008

Re: Precise Development Plan and Desalination Flant
EIR 03-05-SCH#2004041081

Dear Seott,

This letter is to notify you that the pipeline route alternate, Encina — Sub shown as solid

yellow in Figure 3-5, crosses property owned by the Gemological Institute of America:

APN 2110231000, APN 2110231200, There currently exists a parking lot in this area A
and we intend to build structures aiong that alignment in the future,

Sincerely,

Y/

Gary 8. Hill
Director, Community Development

The Hanpeoff Edutatianal Institution of the Jeweey Indosiry Since 1931
Carlbad | MewYork | Las Angeies | Japor | Koema | Twwar | Faly | Thailasd | Heg Fary | Rassia

RESPONSE TO COMMENT NO. 37
Gemological Institute of America
Gary S. Hill
(Letter dated June 14, 2005)

This comment is noted and the information provided will be taken into
consideration in the determination of appropriate alignment options for
the offsite pipelines.
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Comment No. 38

June 10, 2005

Mr. Scott Donnell
Associate Planner
City of Carlsbad

1635 Faraday Avenue
Cerlsbad, CA 92008

Dicar Mr. Donnell;

¢ Flower Fields at Carlsbad Ranch respectfully submits the comments below in
response to the EIR for the proposed Carlsbad Seawater Desalination facility.

From a land use perspective, this project was designed with much thought and sensitivity
to the surrounding community and coastal areas, By co-locating the desalination facility
on a 4-acre parcel next to the Encina power plant, the facility will provide many
environmentally friendly benefits including:

»  Minimizing impacts and maximizing efficiency by sharing the power plant’s
existing ocean water intake and outfall.

s Construction of the desalination plant will not require any modification of the
Encina power plant, which has been designated a5 a “must run facility” to mest
the region’s energy needs.

» The plant is configured to allow for the future modernization of the power plant.

» The desalination plant will ensure continued stewardship of the Agoa Hedionda
lagoon and surrounding walershed.

The City of Carlsbad has prepared a thoughtful, tt gh d t that demonstrates
that this desalination facility is environmentaily sound and will not have any significant
impacts to the surrounding area. .

Sincercly,

\)Clc\l: (\ﬂ L,_-;_kh_,m'x_—.g‘

Toni Miringoff

S600 Avenioa Encinas Suire 100 Carvspap, CA 92008
TeLEpHONE T60 930-9123 Fax 760 431-9020 www.theflowerfields.com

RESPONSE TO COMMENT NO. 38
The Flower Fieldsat Carlsbad Ranch
Joni Miringoff
(L etter dated June 10, 2005)

38A This letter reiterates certain components of the project description and
provides the commentor’s opinion on the thoroughness of the document.
No concerns or issues regarding the environmental analysis were raised
and therefore no additional response is necessary.
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Comment No. 39

ALL RECEIVED
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

June 29, 2005

Mayor Bud Lewis and Council Members
City of Carlsbad

1200 Carlsbad Village Drive

Carlsbad, CA 92008

Dear Mayor Lewis and Council Members:

The Carlsbad Chamber of Commeres would like to about the E
Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed desalination plant built by Poscidon Resources in
the City of Carlsbad. This plant will provide Carlsbad residents, businesses, and the
greater San Diego region with a more reliable, local supply of high-quality, affordable
water.

After reviewing the EIR, the Carlsbad Business Environment Comumittee, the Chamber's
Government Affairs Commitiee and the Chamber Board of Directors believes this plant
would be the environmentally responsible solution to the region’s water needs. Given
that the EIR does not identify any significant, unavoidable impacts related to the thirtezn
different areas studied, including noise, the project could be constructed and operated in
an environmentally respansible manner with minimal Impacts and maxim efficiency.

This project will be a benefit to the community by generating jobs and caring for the local
environment. The desalination plant will generate an estimated $170 million in spending
during construetion. create 2,100 jobs during construction, and have $37 million in
annual spending throughout the region once operational. 1t will also support job creation
for high tech and biotech business that depend on a reliable supply of high quality water.
Tn addition, the desalination plant will ensure continued slewardship of the Agua
Hedionda Lagoon and surrounding warershed

roject, not only because it is important for local businesses,

sater reliability and quality of the water supply for all of
rmment Affaire Committee and Carlsbad Busi
Environment Committee (CBEC) have also reviewed the EIR, and offer their approval
and support to this project.

ZiL

Ted Owen
President and CEQ

5934 Priestly Drive » C
Phone: (760} 931-8400 « Fax: {760) 931-2153 = E-

fornia 92008
er@carlshad.org « Web: www.c

39A

RESPONSE TO COMMENT NO. 39
Carlsbad Chamber of Commerce
Ted Owen
(Letter dated June 14, 2005)

See response to comment No. 28 from the Carlshad Chamber of
Commerce, dated June 29, 2005. This is a duplicate letter, however, the
latter dated comment acknowledges that the Chamber’s Government
Affairs Committee and Carlsbad Business Environment Committee also
reviewed the Draft EIR and express their similar support. The June 29
letter was also written to the City of Carlsbad Mayor and Council
members rather than city staff. No further response is necessary.
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Comment No. 40

2882 Dartmouth Drive

Oceanside, CA 92056

May 17, 2005 I

Telephone 160—966—037/6,-'_’ R
Pz

Scott Donnell

City of Carlsbad
1635 Faraday Ave.
Carlsbad, CA 92008

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT COMMENTS

Dear Mr. Donnell,

The environmental impact repart for the i Carlsbad desalination plant is deficient in not
mentioning the substantial amount of carbon diexide which would be released to the atmosphere.
The plant would result in about 170,000 tons of carbon dioxide being released each year.
Approximately 10 million tors would be emitted over the 60 year proposed life of the project.

‘While neither the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) nor the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) have established specific limits for emission of CO2, its
harmful effects, in particular on climate change, are well documented.

Global warming is expected to have a negative effect on California’s fiture fresh water supplies.
Much of the water from recent record rainfalls ultimately flowed into the Pacific Ocean as there
are insufficient facilities to catch and store this water. California depends upon snowpacks in the
mountains for its long term source of water. Unfortunately, the snowpacks are shrinking due to
global warming and there will be less water available from that source. Ircnically, the proposed
Carlsbad desalination plant will likely ibute to the d ion of the vital packs and
reduce that important water supply.

Conservation is the logical alternative to the proposed desalination plant. The amount of water
wasted in California is appalling Tt must be recognized we are living in a semi-desert where
‘water conservation should be 2 major priority. Instead of spending money on a desalination
plant it should be spent on implementing conservation.

Caleulations and source information for estimating the amount of CO2 are provided on the

Very truly youys,
- - D
‘William Bruinsma, PE

Enclosure:

m

!

40A

40B

RESPONSE TO COMMENT NO. 40
William Bruinsma, PE
(Letter dated May 17, 2005)

While the comment is correct in indicating that the desalination plant
would result in emissions of carbon dioxide, it is aso correct in stating
that there are no current regulatory requirements for emissions of CO,
that have been implemented by either the U.S. EPA or the state of
Cdlifornia. There are also no significance thresholds established in the
Cadlifornia Environmental Quality Act or by the San Diego Air Pollution
Control District for carbon dioxide.

To put the emissions of carbon dioxide in perspective, according to the
Cdlifornia Air Resources Board, the total estimated 2010 emissions of
carbon dioxide in Cdifornia from light-duty vehicles alone (i.e,
passenger cars and light trucks) will be 417,080 tons per day. The carbon
dioxide emissions from motor vehicles are several orders of magnitude
higher than the carbon dioxide emissions from energy use required for the
Carlsbad desalination plant. Thus proposed controls and reduction in the
use of personal vehicles is the focus of the California Air Resources
Board’s efforts in reducing carbon dioxide emissions. According to the
California Energy Commission, transportation accounts for 58 percent of
greenhouse gas emissions in California, as opposed to 16 percent from
electric power generation and 9 percent from residential uses.

The Air Quality Analysis addresses impacts of regulated pollutants from
the proposed project and is consistent with both the requirement of CEQA
and the requirements of the U.S. EPA, the California Air Resources
Board, and the San Diego Air Pollution Control District.

See Response 40A.

Precise Development Plan and Desalination Plant Project

December 2005

4062-01
126




RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

CALCULATIONS AND SOURCE INFORMATION

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT COMMENTS
ATTACHMENT

wree Inf ion

POWER CONSUMPTION:
‘EIR- Appendix D; Air Quality Technical Report- Indirect Emissions from Energy Use (page 29
of report)

Av ion 29.8 MW

CO2 QUTPUT RATE (pounds CO; per kWh)
Carbon Dioxide Emissions from the Generation of Electric Power in the United States, EPA

website: http-/fwww eia doe. govioneaffelectricity/page/col report/co2report htmlvelectric
(Table 1 of report)

For gas fuel , 1.31410 1.321 pounds CO2 per kWh

LIFE-OF PLANT
hittpfwww. carlsbaddesal com/fag aspxPid=1#g17

(FAQ, Question 17)

“Poseidon has acquired the first rights to use the power station intake and
outfall facilities, 1o continue full operations for up to 60 years.”

Caleulations

20.8. MW x 24 hours x 36525 days = 261,226 8
and 261,226.8 MWH X 1,000kWNWH = 267,226,800 K IFTt

AL CO2 PRODUCTION
261,226,800 kWhx 1.3 pounds CO2/&Wh x ton/2000pounds = 170,000 tons of CO2
TOTAL CO2 PRODUCTION

IO AN b E WY o e & wanre = T4 WU trsse
170,04 tons of COZ/year x 60 years = 16, ctrw I00S

E (cont.)

40C

40D

40E

The commentor appears to attempt to establish a relationship among the
project, global warming, and water storage capacity in California
concluding that the ultimate effects of the project on water supply will be
negative. This comment engages in speculation that is beyond the scope
of analysis in an environmental document, pursuant to the guidance
provided in the State CEQA Guidelines Section 15145.

As noted in Section 9.2 (page 9-2) of the Draft EIR, conservation is
acknowledged as an important strategy employed within the region to
reduce demand for water supply. Water conservation programs are
implemented by MWD, CWA and local water agencies. In analyzing
regional water supply and demand issues, the County Water Authority
recently adopted the Regional Water Facilities Master Plan, which
concludes that conservation alone cannot meet future water demand.
Therefore, conservation is not considered to be an alternative to the
proposed project, but along with seawater desalination and other
components, is part of the overall regional strategy that addresses future
water needs.

See Response 40A.
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Comment No. 41

—age 1]

“Scott Donnal - GiT¥ OF GARLSBAD | CONTAGT US__

From: <rhawkins @earihlink.net>

To: <Water@[205.142.108.13]>

Date: 05M17/2005 11:02:34 AM

Subject: CITY OF CARLSBAD | CONTACT US

A visttor 1o the City of Carisbad Web site has completed and posted the “Contact Us™ form to depariment,
Water District

FOR SECURITY REASONS, DO NOT CHANGE THE SUBJECT LINE.

Below, pleaze find the informatian that was submittad:
Graetings,

We undarstand that the DEIR for vour desal project was released for comment today. Please provide
us with & copy at: Law Offices of Robert C. Hawkins; 110 Newport Center Dr., Sta. 200; Newport Beach, .A
CA 92680. In addition, we understand that the notice Indicated that DEIR is available on the website, W
could not locate it

Please include thesa commeants in the environmental record on the DEIR. Thank you.

RCH

Robert Hawkins
thawikins@earthlink.net

Mozilla/4.0 {compatible; MSIE 8.0; Windows NT 5.1; NET CLR 1.1.4322)
66.18.143.32

41A

RESPONSE TO COMMENT NO. 41
Robert C. Hawkins
(Email correspondence dated May 17, 2005)

City staff contacted the commentor regarding the availability of the Draft
EIR, and provided purchase information, locations where paper copies of
the Draft EIR were available for public review, and information to locate
the document on the city’s website.
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT NO. 42
Comment No. 42 L aw Offices of Robert C. Hawkins
Robert C. Hawkins
(Letter dated April 27, 2005)
LAW OFFICES OF ROBERT C. HAWKINS
42A City staff does not have a record of Mr. Hawkins’ initial request to be
. April 27,2005 placed on an interested party list. In response to this letter and other
Via Facsimile and U.8. Mail ) ) i ) )
—— communication with Mr. Hawkins, his name has been placed on the
1chael strong . . . . . . .
glﬁ;ggfﬁmm interested party list to receive environmental notices on the desalination
1635 Faraday Ave. 1
Carlsbad, Califoria 92008 project.
Re:  City of Carlsbad’s Draft Environmental Impact Report (“DEIR”) for the
Carlshad "Desal” Plant (the “Project”) (SCH No- 2004041081) 42B The Lead Agency charged $20 for each CD. This charge reflects material
Dear M. Strong: _ and labor costs associated with scanning documents for conversion into
Earlier, wr ted to be placed on the i d Tist for thy ioned Proj d H H : H
DEIR. Apparently, st never happencd. Please place this Ao the intereted party it or the A Adobe Acrobat .pdf files, and purchasing, burning, and labeling the CDs.
Project and any other environmental documents released by the City. ]
Pl also find encl dCill ck No. 4261 in the a T twenty-two ($22.00) dollars fi B . . . .
payment and shippng of the CD for e cptionsd projct. (Please noe tha we regud i charge Because of their large file size, the draft EIR appendices were not
as excessive for CD"s which cost pennies. We reserve all rights to recoup this money for the class . . . . L. .
of all commentors who are required fo pay this illegal charge.) Please note that we need to review B included on the City’s website. The website did include a note to this
the appendices which are not on the City’s web site; purchase of the CD or hard copy is the only way
to review the Appendices, Another alternative would be to place the entire document including effect along Wlth a C|ty department phone number tO Ca” tO rmueﬁ a
Appendices on the web site. Also, please refund any overage. — . . . . .
Please include this letter in the environmental record on the captioned Project. Thank you “"C Copy Of the appendlces' Addltlona”y' a eXplalned n the NOt|Ce Of
for your assistance in this matter. Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact Completlon for the dl’aft EI R a COpy Of the appendlceS was made
Sincerely, available for public review at the City of Carlsbad Planning Department.
AW OFFICES 0F RoseRl. HAWKING The appendices were also available for review on the applicant’s website,
% - www.carl sbad-desal .com.
By: Robert C. Havkims
RCH/ow 42C This|letter has been included in the Final EIR as part of the environmental
E«wporr Center Drrive, Suite 200 reCOfd *
Newport Beach, California 92660
(949) 650-5550
Faoc: (949) 650-1181
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